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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election with traverse of claims 1, 3-5, 7, and 8 in the reply filed on 
April 26, 2006 is acknowledged. 

Claims 9-14 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. These claims are withdrawn without traverse 

Claims 2 and 6 are withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b). as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Applicant timely traversed the restriction (election) requirement in the reply 
filed on April 26, 2006. 

The traversal is on the ground(s) that claims 2 and 6 are product-by-process 
claims that are entirely defined by the process limitations. This is not found persuasive 
because when evaluating product-by-process claims, the process limitations are 
considered only insofar as they affect the structure of the final product. For example, if 
the prior art teaches the same structure of the final product claimed but does not teach 
the suggested process, the product lacks novelty and would be rejected despite the 
differences between the processes of making the product (MPEP 2113). 

The traversal is also on the grounds that the search of the product will involve the 
same art as the search of the method. In other words, applicant claims there is no 
undue burden on the examiner to search both inventions. This is not found persuasive 
because examining these distinct inventions would require a different search as 
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evidenced by the fact that they have acquired a separate status in the art in view of their 
different classification. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Drawings 

The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1.84(p)(4) 
because reference characters 318 and 320 have been used to designate both female 
features of the mold and an actuator assembly and a cylinder, respectively (see 
paragraphs [0033 - 0034]). Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 
1.121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be 
labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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Specification 

The disclosure is objected to because of the following infonnalities: The 
disclosure refers to Figure 8 (paragraphs [0033, 0036], for example) although no Figure 
8 is provided. Additionally, the word "preform" is misspelled "perform" throughout the 
disclosure. Appropriate correction is required. 

The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sate in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
states. 

Claims 1 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Julian (U.S. Patent 4,941,815; issued July 17, 1990). 

Regarding claim 1, Julian teaches a method of injection molding an article 
comprising the steps: providing a plurality of finish blocks/neck molds/neck sleeves and 
closing the plurality of finish blocks to form a neck-finish mold cavity (Figure 8, element 
(62), col. 7, lines 6-10; col. 1, lines 16-19), providing a plurality of mold bodies and 
closing the plurality of mold bodies to form a body mold cavity (Figure 8, elements (54) 
and (56)), providing at least one core portion/molding surface in at least one of the 
plurality of finish blocks and mold bodies (Figure 6 - external threads; Figure 8, element 
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(48), col. 7. lines 13-20; col. 8, lines 17-24), providing at least one pocket/cavity in at 
least one of the plurality of finish blocks and mold bodies (Figure 8, elements (66), (18), 
(70), (55) and (16)), advancing at least one of the core portions toward the pocket/cavity 
where the core portion cooperates with the pocket to define at least one cavity for 
forming at least one radially extending element of the article (Figure 8, elements (66), 
(18), (70), (55) and (16); coL 8. lines 17-24). 

It is noted that the preferred embodiment taught by Julian is to use a continuous 
finish block/neck mold/neck sleeve to form the neck-finish mold cavity for applications 
where a parting line/seam is undesirable (col. 1, lines 15-21; col. 7, lines 6-8). In 
instances where a seam is not of concern, a plurality of finish blocks are inherently 
disclosed since seams are formed by the joining of individual mold pieces. 

As to claim 3, Julian teaches the core portions are in a fixed position on the mold 
bodies and the mold bodies and core portions are advanced in unison (Figure 6, Figure 
8, col. 7, lines 3-20). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
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the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 5 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Julian (U.S. Patent 4,941,815; issued July 17, 1990). 

Regarding claim 5, Julian teaches a method of injection molding a plastic preform 
for subsequent blow molding a container, the plastic preform having a generally 
longitudinal axis and a radially extending element comprising the steps: providing a 
plurality of finish blocks/neck molds/neck sleeves where at least one of the plurality of 
finish blocks includes a pocket that partially defines a cavity for the radially extending 
element and closing the finish blocks together to form a neck-finish mold cavity (Figure 
8, elements (16), (62), col. 7, lines 6-10; col. 1, lines 16-19; col. 8, lines 16-24), 
providing a plurality of mold bodies wherein at least one of the plurality of mold bodies 
includes a core portion that partially defines the cavity for the radially extending element 
of the plastic preform (Figure 6; Figure 8, col. 7, lines 13-20), advancing the core 
portions of the mold bodies toward the plurality of finish blocks whereby the core portion 
and the pocket cooperate to define a cavity for the radially extending element (Figure 7, 
element (40), Figure 8 elements (66), (18), (70), (55) and (16)), injecting a material into 
the body mold cavity, neck-finish mold cavity, and the cavity for the radially extending 
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element (Figure 8), retracting the core portion away from the plurality of finish blocks 
(Figure 7, note arrows associated with element (40)), opening the plurality of finish 
blocks and mold bodies to remove the preform/container from the mold body without 
damage to the radially extending element. (Figure 7). 

Julian does not explicitly teach that the at least one core portion/molding surface 
that cooperates with the pocket/cavity to define the radially extending element is axiallv 
advanced. However, it would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the claimed invention to include axial movement of the mold bodies 
containing at least one core portion/molding surface for the purpose of integrating the 
mold bodies with the axially advancing plastic injection means apparatus to reduce the 
number of pieces of separate equipment employed for moving individual elements 
(Figure 7, "inject plastic" element, mold body (54) and (56)) and to assist in moving the 
mold bodies out of the way of the rotating turret with requiring excessive vertical 
movement of the mold bodies or the turret (Figure 7, element (46)), It has been found 
by the courts that the process of making parts integral {In re Larson, 340 F.2d 965, 968, 
144 USPQ 347, 349 (CCPA 1965)) and shifting the location of parts {In re Japikse, 181 
F.2d 1019, 86 USPQ 70 (CCPA 1950) are obvious modifications. 

As to claim 7, Julian teaches the core portions are in a fixed position on the mold 
bodies and the mold bodies and core portions are advanced in unison (Figure 6, Figure 
8, col. 7, lines 3-20). 
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Claims 4 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Julian (U.S. Patent 4,941 ,81 5; issued July 17, 1990) in view of Starkey (U.S. Patent 
6,116,891; issued September 12, 2000). 

As to claim 4, Julian teaches the method of claim 1 as discussed in the 102(b) 
rejection above, but does not teach providing the at least one core portion in a movable 
position on at least one of the mold bodies wherein the step of advancing comprises 
advancing the core portion. However Stackey teaches a method of employing a 
movable core which is integrated with a mold body for the purpose of creating recesses, 
undercuts or apertures (e.g. radially extending elements) in injection molded plastic 
parts wherein the core is advanced relative to the mold body (Abstract; Figure 2, 
elements (48-movable core), (46-plastic part), (14- mold half)). 

Therefore it would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the claimed invention to modify the method of Julian for injection 
molding an article with radially extending elements with the method of Stackey of 
providing an integrated movable core for forming recesses, undercuts or apertures for 
the purpose, as taught by Stackey, of not needing to create and customize additional 
mold pieces (Abstract) such as the additional sleeves employed by Julian to form 
tamper resistant and child resistant stops (col. 8, lines 17-24). Therefore the claimed 
invention as a whole is rendered obvious over the combined teaching of the prior art. 

As to claim 8, Julian teaches the method of claim 5 as discussed in the 103(a) 
rejection above, but does not teach providing the at least one core portion in a movable 
position on at least one of the mold bodies wherein the step of advancing comprises 
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advancing the core portion. However Stackey teaches a method of employing a 
movable core which is integrated with a mold body for the purpose of creating recesses, 
undercuts or apertures (e.g. radially extending elements) in injection molded plastic 
parts wherein the core is advanced relative to the mold body (Abstract; Figure 2, 
elements (48-movable core), (46-plastic part), (14- mold half)). 

Therefore it would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the claimed invention to modify the method of Julian for injection 
molding an article with radially extending elements with the method of Stackey of 
providing an integrated movable core for forming recesses, undercuts or apertures for 
the purpose, as taught by Stackey, of not needing to create and customize additional 
mold pieces (Abstract) such as the additional sleeves employed by Julian to form 
tamper resistant and child resistant stops (coL 8, lines 17-24). Therefore the claimed 
invention as a whole is rendered obvious over the combined teaching of the prior art. 

Conclusion 

All claims are rejected. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or eariier communications from the 
examiner should be directed tq Jeff Wollschlager whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8937. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 7:00 - 4:45, 
alternating Fridays. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Colaianni can be reached on 571-272-1196. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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